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REMARKS 

The present response is to the Office Communication mailed January 18, 2007, 
made final. Claims 1-13 are standing for examination. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph. Claims 1-13 are fiirther rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Zahariev (US 6,035,104) hereinafter Zahariev. 

In response to the Examiner's rejections and statements, applicant herein argues 
against the 1 12 rejection. Applicant herein amends the independent claims to more 
particularly point out patentable features of applicant's invention. 

Regarding the 1 12 rejection the Examiner states that; "Claims 1-13 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. The amended claim now recites the limitation of "...an internet network 
enabhng the system automatically navigate to and retrieve and aggregate data specific to a 
person from one or more other sites..." However the disclosure discussed about initiating 
data request automatically, there are no supports in specification about automatically 
navigation." 

Applicant points out that all disclosure in applicant's specification can be relied 
upon to support limitations in a claim according to the four comers rule. Applicant points 
out several teachings in applicant's specification that clearly support said claimed subject 
matter: 

"A system known to the inventor and listed under the Cross-Reference to 
Related Documents section provides a capability of automated login and 
navigation to Intemet or other network-connected sources for the purpose of 
retrieving and presenting WEB summaries to subscribers according to 
client/enterprise directives. This service uses scripted templates prepared by 
knowledge workers using known site logic to enable navigation, not just to the 
site, but to specific content posted on the site. A parsing method is then used to 
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identify appropriate data based on the provided script directives." (Pg. 3, line 23 
to pg. 4, line 2) 

"What is clearly needed is a method and apparatus allowing a user/subscriber to 
specify events and event triggers that may occur in data specific to the user and 
maintained for the user at specified Web sites, and for monitoring changes to 
such data on behalf of the user, and then notifying to the user of the occurrence 
of such data changes and events over any user-selected and defined medium and 
communication device. Such a system would be a convenience to a user in that 
he or she would be conveniently made aware of the existence of new aggregated 
data and/or specific and user-defined events in data, before having to log on to 
the service to check for new data, or having other important work interrupted by 
an unscheduled data-push to an otherwise engaged peripheral device." (pg. 5, 
line 22 to pg. 6, line 3) 

"A scripted template supplied by a knowledge worker (not shown) is provided 
for accessing site logic during navigation and parsing as initiated by SW 51. 
Such knowledge workers may be stationed at data center 37, ISP 15, or any 
other centralized location that is connected to the service by network 
connection. The scripting, navigating, and parsing technology is fully explained 
and detailed in the co-related application 09/323,598." (pg. 12, line 26 to pg. 13, 
line 5) 



The service of the present invention in a preferred embodiment comprises three basic 
component layers. These component layers are illustrated herein as layer 53, layer 55 and 
layer 57. Layer 53 is best described as a sovirce-data interface layer. This portion of the 
service is dedicated to navigating to and obtaining data firom Intemet-connected data 
sources, (pg, 14, lines 14-19) 
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Applicant argues that in light of the above presented text of applicant's invention . 
the recited limitation of; " enabling the system to automatically navigate to and retrieve 
and aggregate data specific to a person firom one or more Web sites on the Intemet" is 
clearly supported in enabling detail. Therefore, the 1 12 rejection is unfounded and the 
limitation deserves patentable weight. 

Applicant argues that Zahariev fails to teach or suggest that the system 
automatically navigates to and retrieves and aggregates data specific to a user. The client 
or user's action, as disclosed in the art of Zahariev, of manually accessing their ISP to 
select and download or forward email messages cannot read on applicant's claim 
limitations reciting; "a site connected to an Intemet network enabling the system to 
automatically navigate to and retrieve and aggregate data specific to a person fi-om one or 
more Web sites on the Intemet." In the art of Zahariev the server system receives emails 
addressed to subscribers and pushed to it firom other servers as is known in the email art. 
The server or system of Zahariev does not navigate to other sites on the Intemet for the 
purpose of retrieving and aggregating data on behalf of a user, as claimed. Zahariev 
merely receives and processes emails as instracted by a subscriber (Col. 1, line 45; Col. 2, 
lines 57-58). The art of Zahariev also fails to monitor other sites, as claimed. Because 
emails are addressed and pushed to subscribers at the email server, monitoring other sites 
is not taught or remotely suggested. 

Applicant believes claims 1 and 8, as amended, are patentable over the art of 
Zahariev as argued above. Claims 2-7 and 9-13 are patentable on their own merits, or at 
least as depended upon a patentable claim. 

As all of the newly presented claims standing for examination have been 
demonstrated to be patentable over the art of record, applicant respectfiiUy requests 
reconsideration, and that the present case be passed quickly to issue. 
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If any fees are due beyond fees paid with this amendment, authorization is made 
to deduct those fees from deposit accoimt 50-0534. If any time extension is needed 
beyond any extension requested with this amendment, such extension is hereby requested. 



Respectfully Submitted, 
Sreeranga P. Rajan et al. 

By l3>ona£d3LiBo^l 

Donald R. Boys 
Reg. No. 35,074 
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